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times as much chl b (132 vs. 30 jig/g fresh mass) as Ulva (Fig. 4 and Appendix B, Table B4.5; P < 0.001 for all comparisons). Ulvaria also had a chl b:a ratio that was 38% higher than that of Ulva (0.70 vs. 0.51, P < 0.001). in Ulva (Fig. 5 ).
Beach and tide pool comparison Ulvaria performed significantly better than Ulva when both were grown in tide pools ( Fig. 6 and Appendix B, 
